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individuality and liberty, as Hegel had done and as the Chris-
tian religion has always insisted. Liberty is liberty to do the
right. Doing the right is accepting willingly the right authority,
fitting oneself into the right system. Because the right system
has to be found by thought and virtue, because it is not imposed
as it is imposed on beings less than human, it does not follow
that it is spun out of each man's moral spontaneity. Spon-
taneity, in fact, is only moral when it is disciplined by an ideal,
and an ideal is only a reaching out to an order understood to
be ultimately more real than the phenomenal reality of the
changing world of facts.

The authority of Utilitarianism has survived Mill's criticism
of modern democracy because it did offer an ideal, however
naive and superficial, the ideal of the greatest pleasure of the
greatest number. It gave some standard, whereas Mill's liberal-
ism was, as he stated it, purely negative. Self-protection implies
something worth protecting, and Mill gave no account of how
that something was to be built up. But the ideal was so inade-
quate that he was justified in his fear that utilitarian democracy
would in the end sacrifice 'the vital power' of society. By setting
too low a standard of life, democratic authority must cause the
individual to shrink rather than expand and, as a consequence,
it must become more and more paternal, and yet more and
more incompetent.

This is what has happened in the democracies of the West.
The individual has claimed the right to assert himself against
any authority except that minimum of political authority which
is generally recognized to be necessary for 'self-protection*. He
claims to be emancipated from the restraints of religion, tradi-
tion, custom, family, society, but at the same time, he is,
perforce, fitted into the mechanical and impersonal framework
of the political State, all the more powerful because it gives the
semblance of being the general will of its members.

This paternalism of the democratic State is often considered
to be chiefly due to the increasing complexity of modern indus-
trial organization. This organization is so widespread and the
interests involved so complex that local and personal authority
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